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' THE DOCTRINE OF PRONOUNS APPLIED TO 
@HRIST’S TESTIMONY OF HIMSELF. 
By Noah Worcester, D. D. 


(Concluded fiom page 126.) 
No. IV.— The Trinitarian explanation not accor- 
dant with his own Hypothesis. 


I may now advance a step farther. If Jesus 
Christ was personally the independent God, his 
declarations of dependence on the Father can- 
not be true, in the sense contended for by Trini- 
tarians. For their hypothesis is not that the 
human nature was united to the Father, but to 
‘a second person, as independent.as the Father. 
Now who cannot see that personal self-sufhi- 
ciency precludes the possibility of personal de- 
pendence? If Christ was personally self-suffi- 
cient, how could his human nature need any 
aid from another person? Yet Christ did assert 
his personal dependence on the Father. He 
did not say ‘My human nature can do nothing 
of itself, yet I as God do the work.’ But 
speaking of himself as a distinct person, as the 
Messiah, the Son of God, he says ‘““Of my own 
self I can do nothing.”—“The words that I 
speak unto you, I speak not of myself; but the 
Father that dwelleth in me, he doeth the 
works.”’—‘‘If ye loved me ye would rejoice that 
I said I go to my Father, for the Father is 
greater than I.”—“I do nothing of myself, but 
as my Father hath taught me, I speak these 
things,”’ , 

Could such declarations possibly be true, had 
Christ been like the Father, self-sufficient and 
independent? Had it been a special object of 
Christ to put his disciples on their guard a- 
gainst deifying himself, I hardly know what lan- 
guage he could have used better adapted to 
such a purpose. Had he said, ‘ Iam not God, 
but the dependent Son and Ambassador of God,’ 
the Trinitarian might still have said—‘“‘he spoke 
only of his human nature;” and that too, I be- 
lieve, with as much propriety as he gives this 
explanation to what we have on record. 

Another question occurs. If the Messiah 
was personally the living God, what occasion 
or motive could he have had to speak of the 
dependence of his human nature on a different 
person? Was not his own infinite wisdom and 
almighty power sufficient to supply all the de- 
fects and wants of his human nature? Besides, 
what motive could there have been for him to 
speak of the dependence of his human nature 
in a manner which he must have known implied 
the dependence of his whole person? The 
question whether he was a dependent or an in- 
dependent being, was ond of great importance. 
It is so viewed at this day by his friends of all 
denominations. It could not be otherwise 
viewed by the Messiah himself, and by his 
apostles. If, then, on a subject so serious and 
interesting to mankind, he could habitually 
speak in language so equivocal, so deceptive, 
so completely adapted to mislead both the learn- 
ed and the ignorant, what.confidence can be 

‘placed in what he said on other subjects? If 
he could repeatedly say “I can do nothing of 


himself, what evidence can we have, that he had 
not in all he said a concealed meaning, directly 
opposite to what his words naturally conveyed? 
Something more serious in my view than the 
natural dignity of the Messiah is involved in the 
present inquiry—that is, his morwl dignity, his 
uprightness, his benevolence, ang his veracity, 
as a Teacher sent from God. 


No. V.— Two important texts considered. 


In the affectionate interview between Christ 
and his apostles a little before the crucifixion, 
he said to them—“The Father himself loveth 
you, because ye have loved me, and have be- 
lieved that I came out from God.” In his 
prayer immediately following, while speaking 
of the apostles, Christ said to the Father— 
“New they have known that all things whatso- 
ever thou hast given me are of thee; for I have 
given unto them the words which thou gavest 
unto me; and they have received them, and 
have known surely that I came out from thee, 
and have believed that thou didst send me.” 

These passages deserve the serious atten- 
tion of Christians. To have known surely 
that Christ ‘‘came out from God,” and to “‘be- 
lieve that God sent him,’’ must be very different 
from knowing that Christ was God, equal with 
the Father, and believing that he was an inde- 
pendent being. This must be admitted by 
Trinitarians; for they censure the faith of Uni- 
tarians, as heretical or defective, although they 
verily believe that Christ “‘came.out from God,” 
and was sent by God. Yet I think it must be 
owned, that Christ, in his prayer, approved the 
faith of his apostles in saying, “They have be- 
lieved that thou didst send me;?-—and that too 
without the least intimation that they ever had 
believed, or ever would believe, that he was the 
living God. 

I may further remark, that, in the passage 
first quoted, Christ gave them a solemn assur- 
ance of God’s love to them, and explicitly stated 
why they were so beloved of God. He howev- 
er did not say—‘‘The father loveth you be- 
cause ye have believed” that 1 am God and his 
equal’’—but these are his words—“The Father 
himself loveth you, because ye have loved me, 
and have believed that I came out from God.”— 
After having heard the numerous and dreadful 
censures which have been passed on al! who 
believe that Christ was not God, but a beloved 
Son who ‘“‘came out from God,” as commission- 
ed and sent by the Father; who would have 
supposed that such a text as we have now be- 
fore us could be found inthe Bible? If Christ 
did not mistake as to the ground of God’s ap- 
proving love of the apostles, there certainly ap- 
pears a great difference of opinion and feeling, 
between God and too many Trinitarians. The 
very faith which was approved both by God 
aud his Son, has been censured as blasphe- 
mous by many who would have it supposed that 
they are truly orthodox in their views of the 
Messiah. 

it can be of no avail here to say— It was 
only the hwman nature that the apostles believed 
“came out from God.’ ” For their love to 


myself,” while in fact he conld do every thing of! Christ, and their believing that he came out 


from God, are the only grounds on which it is 
said ‘‘the Father himself loveth you.” Besides, 
believing that Christ ‘came out from God,” 
is the only article of faith mentioned in the text. 
Whether the doctrine, that Christ is the inde- 
pendent God, be true or false, it certainly was 
not a belief in this doctrine which secured to 
the apostles the Father’s love. 


No. VI.—Dr. Campbell’s interrogations applied. 


Dodwell wrote in favor of episcopacy, and 
asserted things which Dr. Campbell regarded 
as adding to the words of God. The Doctor, 
in his Lectures on Ecclesiastical History, ad- 
dresses two questions to Mr. Dodwell, which I 
think, with the omission of one word and the 
asperity of manner, might properly be address- 
ed to a Trinitarian expositor. The questions 
are the following—‘“‘Shall I then believe that 
God, like deceitful nrra-speaketh equivocally 
and with mental reservations? Shall I take his 
declaration in the extent wherein he hath ex- 
pressly given it; or as you, for your own [ma- 
lignant] purpose, have new-vamped and cor- 
rected it?” 

With all my heart I have cancelled the word 
“malignant,” though used by Dr. Campbell: 
for I have no disposition to impute a ‘‘malig- 
nant purpose” to my brethren in their strange 
interpretations of our Saviour’s words; nor in 
what théy venture to “add” to them. But, a- 
bating the asperity with which the Doctor pro- 
posed the questions, I know not another case 
to which they may be more properly applied, 
than to the explications which have been giv- 
en of our Lord’s testimony relating to, himself. 
For “mental reservations” are imputed to him, 
which, had he expressed them, would have ren- 


idered his testimony quite another thing from 


what it now is. Such ‘‘mental reservations” 
are imputed to him not merely once nor twice, 
but a great number of times—not in predictions 
which were to be explained by their fulfilment; 
nor in parables, nor on trivial subjects; but in 
solemn private conversations with his apostles, 
respecting his own character and mission, and 
while preparing their minds for the trying 
scene of his crucifixion, which was then at 
hand. Now what public teacher, nay what 
good man, would be willing to have such a 
habit of equivocation and ‘mental reservation” 
imputed to himself, as has been imputed to our 
constituted Lord and final Judge? 

No sincere christian can wish it to be be- 
lieved, that the Messiah designedly used decep- 
tive language, to lead his followers into error 
respecting his character. ' If he did not, his 
language must be interpreted on the same prin- 
ciples which are applicable to the language of 
other ambassadors sent by God to men—unless 
he has given an explanation himself, or by 
some inspired apostle. What then would be 
the meaning of his language of personal de- 
pendence on God, had it been used by Moses? 

On the same principles too we may ask, what 
must be the meaning of Christ’s words when he 
said, “my God??? His words “my Father and 
your Father, my God and your God,” as clear- 
ly imply that he had a God as that his apostles 
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had a God. But is there any sense in which , more than this is intended by Trinitarians.—| With great respect, I am very sincerely’ 


the Supreme Being can say “my Father,” or|They say that Christ himself was personally| Your obedient servant, 


‘my God??? Yet it was not merely once that 
Christ personally acknowledged that he had a 
God. He did so in every prayer; he did so on 
the cress—‘‘My God, my God, why hast thou 
forsaken me?” 

Besides, I think few will deny that when 
Christ used the words “my Father,” he spoke 
of the very same being as when he said ‘my 
God;”’—and that by his Father he meant his 
God and our God. 
that Christ said ‘my Father,” or “my God,” 
his words implied that he himself was not the 
Supreme Being. How numerous then are the 


passages in which the Messiah clearly disclaim- | 
ed all pretensions to be regarded as the Most | 


High, the Jehovah of heaven and earth! 


No. ViL.— Conclusion. 


It will doubtless be remembered how freely 
Unitarians have been accused of irreverence for 
the scriptures, in accommodating them to their 
sentiments, by rejecting some passages in the 
common version and altering others. I do not 
deny that individuals may have given occasion 
for such a charge against themselves. But I 
would ask seriously, whether there has been 
any thing in the conduct of Unitarians, in rela- 
tion to the scriptures, which ought to excite 
more astonishment and regret, than the con- 
duct of the whole body of Trinitarians, in their 
manner of explaining or interpreting the whole 
of Christ’s testimony concerning himself. More, 
it is believed, than a hundred distinct declara- 
tions or observations which implied his person- 
al dependence, or that he was nut God, must 
have something of the following import attach- 
ed to neutralize them, or to render them con- 
sistent with the Trinitarian hypothesis. ‘ Here 
Christ spoke only of his human nature, though 
he was God as well as man.’ Not only is the 
testimony of Christ thus interpolated and chang- 
ed, but the testimonies of the evangelists and 
apostles respecting him, have shared a similar 
fate, that they may not contradict the Trinita- 
rian doctrine. I have not computed the num- 
ber of texts in the apostles’ testimony which 
clearly imply that Christ was not God; but I 
think they are more than two hundred. Now 
if such an addition or explanation is warranta- 
ble, is it not wonderful that the necessity of it 
never occurred to the mind of Christ nor any 
one of his. apostles or evangelists? Paul, in 
describing the warfare between the flesh and 
the spirit, makes use of the following language: 
“For I know that in me (that is, in my flesh) 
dwelleth no good thing.” Had he omitted the 
explanatory or parenthetical clause, how dif- 
ferent would have been the meaning! Why 
did not the Messiah say—“Of myself,” that is, 
as aman, ‘‘I can do nothing?” Or “I can of 
myself,” that is, of my human nature, “do 
nothing??? As no such saving clause is in any 
instance used by Christ, or suggested by his 
apostles, it has at least the appearance of be- 
ing wise above what is written, for men at this 
day to affirm that such a clause is always to be 
interpolated or understood, in all that Christ 
said importing his personal dependence, 

If by asserting that Christ is God, were 
meant no more than that “God was in Christ 
reconciling the world to himself’’—that the mi- 
racles of Christ was properly the works of God; 
and that the doctrines and precepts of Christ 
were properly the words of God, which he 
“hath in these last days, spoken to us by his 
Son.”—I could most cordially acquiesce. For 
all these ideas I firmly believe to be true. But 


Every time, therefore, 


God, equal with the Father—that is, equal to 
|his God and our God. If Paul had been of this 
opinion, instead of saying ‘God was in Christ,” 
/he might have said “God was in God;” and in- 
stead of saying, “‘I bow my knees to the God 
‘and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ,’’ he 
‘might have said, ‘‘I bow my knees to the God 
and Father of our Gop Jesus Christ.’ In like 
manner, by the application of the Trinitarian 


the character of the Messiah, by himself or his 
apostles, becomes unintelligible, or a contradic- 
tion to what their own words express. There 


a theory which so palpably contradicts the tes- 
timony of Christ and his apostles. 

Nothing, however, to be found in this dis- 
cussion has been intended to impute blame, or 
to impeach the moral character of any of my 
brethren. But ahope is éntertained that the 
subject is set in such a light as will tend to ex- 
|cite more candor aad union among christians, 


REV. MENZIES RAYNER. 
Tt is doubiless known to our readers that the Rev. 


Jonyoe, Conn. hus professed the doctrine of 
Universal Salvation, and that he has been set- 
iled over the Universalist Society in the city of 
Hartford, Con. 


The following is the Correspondence between him 
and the Bishop, on his resigning his former sia- 
tion. Il forms the Appendix to a Sermon by 
Jr. Rayner, published at Hartford, and for 
sale at this office. 


z Monrog, Oct. 9, 1827. 
Right Rev. and dear Sir, 

Although I am not conscious of having violat- 
ed. any Canon or Rubric of the Episcopal 
Church, in which, for many years, I have had 
the honor and happiness to officiate as a minis- 
ter and apublic teacher ; and although I have 
endeavored with great care and diligence to 
read and study the holy scriptures, and to teach 
and disseminate only such doctrines as, accord- 
ing to my best judgment, ‘may be proved by 
most certain warrants of the same,” yet for- 
asmuch as it appeared that my views of scrip- 
ture doctrine, in some points, which are 
thought important, are, in the view of my cleri- 
cal brethren and others, considered inconsis- 
tent, (if not expressly with the articles, creeds 
and liturgy,) with the commonly received opin- 
ions of the ministers and members of the Epis- 
copal Church , and whereas, under these cir- 
cumstances there is little hope that I can be 
useful as a clergyman of said church: I hereby 
beg leave to resign to the Bishop, as well my 
official standing as an Episcopal clergyman in 
this diocess, as my rectorship of the parish in 
which I at present officiate. And although I 
am far from “renouncing the ministry, (in the 
language of the 2d canon of the General Con- 
vention of 1817,) or declaring it my design not 
to officiate in any of the offices thereof,” yet I 
am aware that my present resignation must 
probably deprive me of the Bishop’s pastoral 
superintendence, which I sincerely regret.— 
That it should also forfeit me his private and 
personal friendship, would be a misfortune to 
which I truly hope I shall not be subjected. I 
shall still humbly claim to be considered as a 
member of the Church, entitled to all its tom- 
mon privileges. ’ 


hypothesis, almost every thing that is said of| 


surely is rezson to question the correctness of 


Menzies Rayner, lately an Episcopalian minis- | ‘ 
yes J ‘Agdes |have no reason to doubt they are, it can be no 


ter, and. Rector of the Episcopal Church at | 


ithat they should be frankly avowed. 


M. Rayner, 
Right Rev. Bishop. Brownell. 


Hartrorp, Oor. 15, 1827. 

Rev. and Dear Sir,—I have received your 
letter of the 9th inst. tendering your “‘resignae 
tion of your official standing as an Episcopal 
Clergyman in the Diocess, and of your Rector» 
ship of the parish in which you officiate.” 

1 know of no Canon or regulation of the 
Church by which I can accept of your resigna- 
/tion, in the terms in which it is conveyed. But 
if you shall decide to bring your case within 
the provisions of the second Canon of the Gen- 
l eral Convention, passed in 1817, I will proceed 
to record your declaration, and also to record 
your suspension from the Ministry of the Epis- 
copal Church. If £ understand your views, I 
deem this to be the most judicious course you 
ean pursde, as by making your suspension your 
|own act, much trouble and much seandal may 
be avoided 

i have for some time been satisfied that your 
views of religion, in certain important points, 
were at variance with those of your clerical 
brethren, and with what I consider to be the 
doctrines of the church, and of the scriptures. 
lf these views are sincerely cherished, as I 


cause of diminution of my ‘private and person- 
al friendship,” but truth and candor require 
I remain 
very truly, Your Friend and Brother, 
T. C. Brownett, 
REV. MR, RAYNER, 


Second Canon of the General Convention, pas- 
sed in 1817—(alluded to in the two 
preceding letters. ) 


“To govern in the case of a Jéinister declaring 
that he will no longer be a Minister 
of that Church.” 


“Tf any. Minister of this Church shall declare 
to the Bishop ot the Diocess to which he be- 
longs, or to any Ecclesiastical authority for the 
trial of clergymen, or where there isno Bishop, 
to the standing committee, his renunciations of 
the ministry, and his design not to officiate in 
future in any of the offices thereof; it shall be 
the duty of the Bishop, or where there is no 
Bishop, of the standing committee, to record 
the declaration:so made, And it shall be the 
duty of the Bishop, to admonish or to suspend 
him, and to prenounce and record, in the pre- 
sence of two or three clergymen, that the per- 
son so declaring has been admonished or sus- 
pended, or displaced trom his grade of the min- 
istry in this Church. In any Diocess in which 
there is no Bishop, the same sentence may be 
pronounced by the Bishop ot any other Diuvcess, 
invited by the standing committee to attend for 
that purpose, Inthe case of displacing from 
the ministry, as above provided for, it shall be 
the duty of the Bishop to give notice thereof to 
every Bishop of this Church, and to the stand- 


ing committee in every Dtocess wherein there 
is no Bishop.” 
Monroz, Cor, 23, 1817, 
Right Rev. and Dear Sir,— Your letter of the 
15th inst. was duly received in which you.are 
pleased to state that ‘tyou know of no Canon 
or regulation of the Church by which you can 
accept of my resignation in the terms in which 
it is conveyed. The terms which I have em- 
ployed were such as were agreenble to my own 
views and feelings, and whilst I meant that they 
should be suficiently explicit, T intended alse 


# 


. UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. aes 


they should be such as would be honorable to 
myself, respectful to the Bishop, and least lia- 
ble to give offevce te my brethren, either of 
the Clergy or Laity; towards none of whom I 
have any feelings but those of kindness. 

The framers of the 2d Canon of 1817, must, 
I apprehend, have. contemplated a different 
ease from that ef mine. That Canon, to say 
the least, is very loosely and singularly expres- 
sed: and I should hope there never was a case, 
and that there never will be one, to which its 
terms could be applied, sali 

The title ef the Canon is, ‘“Po govern in the 
ease of a Minister declaring that he will no 
longer be a Minister of this Church.”? Then it 
proceeds to say that “if any Munister of this 
Church, s'ali declare to the Bishop of the Dio-| 


record my suspension from the Ministry of the 
Episcopal Church!” This he doubtless has 
authority to do; although the Canon does not 
absolutely require it; and I am confident he 
will be disposed to adopt the most lenient and 
generous course, which the nature of the case, 
and the terms of the Canon will admit; and to 
admonish or suspend accordingly. The Canon 
also says, “it shall be the duty of the Bishop to 
pronounce and record in the presence of two or 
threesclergymen, that the person so declaring 
has been admonished or suspended, or displaced 
from his grade of the Ministry of this Church.” 
Here the Canon allows the option of recording 
something, which it had not before designated 
as any part of the discipline which might be 
inflicted; and what is precisely to be under- 


cess to which he belongs, &e. his renwncialion stood-by his being displaced trom is grade of 
of the Minisiry, and his design not to officiate in|the Ministry, 1 confess I do not comprehend. 
future in any of the offices thereof,” &c. There! The latter part of the Canon ‘says. “In the 
may liave been an instance in which a Minis-; case of displacing trom the Ministry as above 
ter of the Episcopal Church has made such a) provided for, it shall be the duty of the Bishop 


declaration, although it have never known or, 
heard of one; and it is far from being my case. | 
I do not, and i trust I shail not, renonnce the 
Mistry. At is not my design not to officiate in. 
future in any of the offices thereof. Gun the con-! 
trary, it is my intention, God being my helper, 
to officiate constantly and faithiully in the oth- 
ees of the Ministry, and that too, by virtue of 
authority, (as far as human agency is concern- 
ed) received in Episcopal Ordination: and 1 am 
persuaded no attempt will be made to divest me 
‘of that authority, for any supposed errors or| 
heresies. ‘Lo admit that any Church, or any 
section ofthe nniversal Church possesses such 
a power, would at’ once reduce the Protesiant 
Episcopal system as regards the Ministry, to a} 
perfect nullity. This lt apprehend would be 
the unavoidable consequence of such an ad- 
mission. ’ 

The Bishop expsesses it as his opinion, 
“that the most judicious course that f can pur- 
sue, will be to bring my case within the provis- 
ions of the Canon above: mentioned.” I sup- 
posed that in substance, and according to a 
liberal construction of the Canon, I had done 
this. And ¥ am certain that the Bishop would 
not deem it judicious in me to declare, in the 
express terms of the Canon, my renunciation of 
the Mimstry, when I do not renounce it, but sa- 
credly venerate it; nor to declare it my de- 
sign not to officiate in future in any of the offi- 
ces thereof, when my sincere design ts directly 
the reverse of this. Ifthe Canon is so sacred 
that its very terms must be strictly adhered to, 

Truth with me, at all times, and especially in 
- such a transaction, ought to be, at least, equal- 
Vy sacred and inviolable. 

The Bishop states that “If I shall decide to 
bring my case within the provisions of the 2d 
Canon”—“Hie will proceed to record my de- 
elaration.””» 1 should much regret that any 
Bishop of the Church, and especially one, whom 
with great satisfaction I have called my Bishop, 
should ever record my renunciation of the Min- 

istry; and EF am persuaded that it never will be 
recorded as my voluntary declaration. [fam 
perfectly willing to continue to officiate in the 
offices of the Ministry under the government, 
_ and according to the forms and regulations of 
the Episcopal Church, provided I can be al- 
lowed the liberty, (which I am unwilling to 
yield) of explaining and applying the holy 
scriptures according to my own best judgment 
of their true meaning and intention. 
The Bishop is pleased further to state that 
(in case [ pursue the course which he deems 
most judicious) “he will then also proceed to| 


te give notice to every Bishop of this Church, 
&c. The Canon does not direct him to give 
such notice in case of admonshing, or suspend: 
me, unless admonishing, suspending, and dis- 
placing mean precisely the saine thing; and if 
they do, why does it say, has been admonish- 
ed, or suspended, or displaced. j 

On the whole, with due deference to the 
wisdom of its framers, 1 must be allowed to 
think it a very extraordinary Canon. 

I must beg the Bishop’s pardon for indulging 
in the latitude I have taken; the peculiar cir- 
cumstances of the case, and its high impor- 


tance, must be my apology. 


I am willing and desirous to take all prudent 
measures to avoid scandal either to myself or 
others. I am doubtful, however, whether I 
correctly comprehend the Bishop’s meaning 
with reference to the ‘‘avoiding of much trouble 
and seandal.”’ 

I did suppose that my views of some ‘‘im- 
portant points” of doctrine, had been avowed 
to the Bishop with “sufficient frankness.” I 
am willing however explicitely to declare that 
{ do not believe in the doctrine of endless mise- 
ry, nor do I believe that either the Bible, or 
book of Common Prayer, support or inculcate 
that doctrine. I firmly believe inthe final res- 
toration of all mankind, through Christ, to ho- 
liness and happiness, according to the original 
design, and the expressly declared will of the 
all-wise and good Creator. 

Ihave the honor to be, Right Rev. and dear 
Sir very respectfully, your obedient servant. 

Menzizs Raynur. 


Harrrorp, Ocr. 25, 1827. 
Rev, and Dear Siv.—Should the Rev. Mr. 
Hickox, the bearer of this, reach Monroe be- 
fore your departure, [ recommend him to your 
good offices and friendly attentions. 

.[ have just received your letter of the 23d, 
and it gives me reason to hope that when I'see 
you, some arrangement may be made, which 
may be mutually satisfactory. 

Your Friend and Brother, 
T. C. Browne tu. 

REV. MR. RAYNER, 


The following note wes from the Bishop. 


On the Rev. Mr. Rayner’s artival in Elart- 
ford, he called on the Bishop, and every thing 
was amicably arranged between them, accord. 
ing to the provisions of the 2d Canon of the 
General Convention of 1317, already refer- 
red to, 


For the Universalist Magazine. 


TO THE REY, MENZIES RAYNER, 
Hartford, Con. 


Rev. Sir,—It seems a reasonable duty, and 


one too which accords with my feelings, that I- 


should express to you the satisfaction which 
your Sermon, delivered to your former congre- 
gation in Monroe, and also to your present one 
in Hartford, has afforded me. The general 
theme of doctrine embraced in your text, and 
ably illustrated and defended in the discourse, 
must be considered of the utmost concern and 
interest to man, as a rational, moral being. 

{t seems perfectly consistent with the records 
of the divine economy in former fimes, that 
those who maintain that the living God, in 
whom they trust, is the Saviour of all men, 
should suffer reproach. But in regard to this 
they enjoy what was allotted to Moses, who 
“when he was come to years, refused to be 
called the son of Pharoah’s daughter; choosing 
rather to suffer affliction with the people of 
God than to enjoy the pleasures of sin for a 
season; esteeming the reproach of Christ great- 
er riches than the treasures of Egypt.” 

Having spent many years in bearing this 
testimony, and being still engaged in the same 
cause, it gives me no small satisfaction to be 
informed, that one whose experience in the 
christian church, and whose talents and ac- 
quirements, together with an honorable repute, 
cannot fail to give weight and influence to his 
future labors, has devoted himself to the inter- 
est of the “‘faith once delivered to the saints.” 

That your future labors and the evening of 
your days may be extensively useful, in the 
mninistration of life, and receive a corresponding 
recompense of reward, is the sincere prayer of 
your fellow servant and brother in the gospel 
of Christ. Hosra Batrov. 

Boston, Jan: 23, 1828. 


From the (Providence, R. I.) Christian Telescopes 


GENERAL ASSEMBLY. 
Religious Freedom. 

The following act, introduced in the Senate, 
by the Lieut. Govenor, and unanimously pass- 
ed there, came down to the House for concur- 
rence. 


“An act declaratory of the laws of this State, 
relating to freedom of opinion in matters of ‘reli- 
gion. 


Be it enacted by the General Assembly and 
by the authority thereof it is enacted—That 
by the laws of this State, all men are free to 
profess, and by argument to maintain, their 
opinions in matters of religion, and that the 
same do not in any wise diminish, enlarge or 
affect their civil rights or capacities; and that 
no man’s opinions, in matters of religion his 
belief or disbelief, can be legally inquired into 
or be made a subject of investigation with a 
view to his qualification to hold office or give 
testimony, by any man or men acting judicially 
or legislatively.” 

-Considerable discussion ensued, in which 
every member who spoke, expressed a hearty 
concurrence in the Bill. Some doubted the 
propriety of hurrying through the House a bill 
of this importance (the rule requiring two read- 
ings for a public act having been dispensed 
with) and wished it might lie on the table.— 
On this ground, and not from any objections to 
the Bill, five members voted against it, viz. 
Messrs. Bowen, Cranston, J. Chase, C. Cook 
and Lapham. Mr. Tillinghast, of Providence, 
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expressed his hearty concurrence in the prin- 
ciples of the Bill, which he considered merely 
as declaratory of the intention and meaning of 
the act concerning religious freedom, but from 
motives of delicacy (having acted as counsel in 
the case in the Circuit Court in which the tes- 
timony of certain witnesses was rejected on ac- 
count of disbelief) was excused from voting, 
as were also Messrs. Jeffrey, Hazard, Howe, 
Stone, Trevett, and T. Tillinghast—6. The 
other members in their seats, 52, voting in fa- 
vor of the act. 


NEW UNIVERSALIST PAPER. 


aco We have received the 1st and 2d Nos. of the 

“{ialogical Instructer,” published at the city 

of New-York, under the Editorial care of Br. 

Adin Ballou It is a quarto form, of four pa- 

ges, to be issued every other Saturday, at $1 

per annum, in advance. We extract from it 
the following :— 
PRIDE AND VANITY. 
An Allegory. 

These two notorious hags were once walking 
abroad together, strutting and mincing along 
with amazing pomposity, when who should they 
meet but Truru. As they had always hated 
and despised Truth, they were passing directly 
by, without so much as a civil salutation. Scorn 
sat enthroned upon their uplifted eyelids, but 
Truth determined to humble them. 

“Good morning, geutle folks,’ said Truth. 
“T have a very curious impliment, which I de- 
sire you would just deign to examine.” ‘Pro- 
duce it, then,” wasthe haughty reply. ‘Here 
it is,”? said Truth, holding out that inimitable 
mirror which she always carries about with her. 
Pride and Vanity saw in a moment their own 
ill-favored features and ugly forms; but having 
never seen them truly reflected before, did not 
think they saw themselyes. Both cried out 
simultaneously: ‘What detestable loohing 
creatures are these? ‘Truth, pray tell us.” 
“If,” replied Truth, “you will not be offended, 
I will tell you, that those who look in this mir- 
ror, always see themselves, and see themselves 
exactly.” At this, how mad were our two 
gazers. They raved and stormed like furies— 
cursed Truth and her mirror outright; and seiz- 
ing clubs, stones, and whatever came to hand, 
Jet drive such a shower of missiles upon her, 
that she must have perished on the spot, had 
she not been immortal. She stood, however, 
unmoved, and uninjured, careless of the war; 
till at length, the force of the assailants having 
somewhat, abated, she began to advance direct- 
ly toward them, holding her indissoluble mirror 

-upright in front, and calling out, ‘see your- 
selyes!”? This movement both alarmed, and 
still further enraged the enemy; who scorning 
to turn their backs, stepped backward reluc- 
tantly upon their heels, vociferating terrible 
curses at every breath. Truth having followed 
them in this manner a considerable distance, 
suddenly rushed forward with a quick pace, 
which so discomfited them, that panic struck, 
they fled like frightened hares down the declivi- 
ty of Folly. Precipitating themselves forward 
at full speed, they reached the foot of the hill, 
when looking over their shoulders to see if their 
pursuer was near, as chance wonld have it, they 
both stumbled headlong over that old swine, 
Ignorance into the slouzh of Shame; where 
struggling in the mire, our story leavesthem. 

Ye proud and vain, of every name, 


From the (Hartford) Religious Inquirer, 


ODE. : 


Mr. Editor,— Two or three years since, I wrote 
the following Ode, at the request of the singers 
in the socicty with whom I was laboring. If 
you consider it reasonable, and worthy of inser- 
tion in your columns, it is at your service. You 
will perceive that ihe first stanza is not original, 
but borrowed. L. 


“While with ceaseless course the sun _ 
Hasten’d through the former year, 
Many souls their race have run, 
Neyer more to meet us here. 
Fixed in an eternal state, 
They have done with all below; 
We a little longer wait,— 
But kow little, none can know.”? 


Years roll round with rapid waste; 
Onward to our fate we tread; 
Death’s dread cup we soon must taste— 
Soon be numbered with the dead. 
And is this our final doom? 
Shall we in oblivion rest? 
Will no Power rend the tomb? 
Are we never to be bless’d? 


God be praised! a morn will break; 
Death’s cold sleep will soon be o’er; 
Soon to glory we shall wake,— 
Blissful thought!—to die no more. 
Then, with angles round the throne, 
We.our voices high shall raise; 
To our Father andhis son 
Pealing highest notes of praise. 
Lucius. 
Springfield, Jan, 1, 1828. 


The following excellent remarks} are from the 
pen of Miss Hannah More. ‘The good sense 
which they indicate, is utterly opposed to the 
workings of overheated imaginations, and that 
zeal without knowledge, with which our country 
abounds, to the disgrace of christianity, and the 
i scandal of our intellectual attainments as a na- 
tion.—Rel. Ing. 


“The religion which mixes with human pas- 
sions, and is set on fire by them, will make a 
stronger blaze than that light which is from 
above, which sheds a steady and lasting bright- 
ness on the path, and communicates a sober but 
desirable warmth to the'heart. It is equable 
and constant; while the other, like culinary fire, 
fed by gross materials, is extinguished the soon- 
er from the fierceness of the flame. 

That religion which is merely seated in the 
passions, is not only liable to wear itself out by 
its own impetuosity, but to be driven out by 
some other passion, The dominion of violent 
passions is short. They dispossess each oth- 
er. When religion has had its day, it gives 
way tothe next usurper. Its empire is no more 
solid than it is lasting, when principle and rea- 
son do not fix it on the throne.” 


Extract from, a letter writien by a gentleman 
im Pennsylvama, 


“The Presbytery lately met in Erie, and then 
decreed that if any member of their church- 
es should go to hear a Unitarian or Universalist 
preach, they should be turned out of their 
churches, and that they would do all in their 
power to stop the spread of their doctrine.” 


Now we advise the Presbytery of Erie, to 
learn wisdom by experience. John Calvin in- 
tended to stop the progress of truth by burning 


ee. 


Take heed, and shun this slorgh of Shame. |Seryetus, and perrech aaa Now only a- 


~ 


bout three per cent of the preachers in and about 
Geneva, the place where Calvin flourished, are 
Calvinists. ‘‘Vinegar catches no flies.” [If 
they intend to encourage the spread of liberal 
principles, let them persecute, and their object 
will be accomplished. 
Hartford, Con. Rel. Ing. 


A RECRUITING OFFICER, 


The following communication written by a 
Presbyterian minister in Indiana, and publish- 
ed in a Presbyterian paper at New-York, is 
given in a true military style. Ifthe writer 
was beating up for volunteers for the army of 
the King of kings, instead of the army of anti- 
christ, or of Presbyterianism, he would be en- 
gaged in a much better cause.— Reformer. 


From the New-York Observer. 
“Biow ye tue TrumPetT—Btow !” 

Messrs. Editors,—I am a recruiting officer, 
beating up for volunteers for the service of the 
church in Indiana. It is indeed not so much 
the common soldiers that are wanted, as those 
officers who are qualified to be captains in and 
over her companies. She has fifty or more of 
these companies, returned onthe Presbyterian 
rolls, They have their under officers, but few 
of them have captains. 

Here, soldiers, is a field of duty! here isa 
field for honor! here is a field for glory!’ These 
companies are not willing to remain thus unof- 
ficered and destitute of captains. But each 
one is saying, “‘O that we hada captain, a 
minister; then should we gather unto him, and 
unto the Son by him,” And again they say, 
“*Q that the Lord would send us a captain, then 
should we rejoice and be thankful.” Some of 
these companies are as outposts, in exposed 
situations, and need to be particularly watched 
and guarded, defended and strengthened. 

Who will go and stand at these posts? He 
must enlist during the war. His rations will 
be found. His reward will be given him when 
the war isover. -On these conditions the church 
asks for volunteers, and longs to receive her 
captains; and any who will, may enter their 
names. Isaac Regp. 


Owen County, Indiana, Sept, 12, 1827. 9% 


To Reavers.—We have been, for some weeks, 
waiting for room in our Magazine to insert a Decisiun 
of Judge Desassur of S. Carolina, respecting the com- 
petency of a Witness who did not believe in a,’ ture 
state of rewards and punishments. We shall so?) “s- 
lish it. The piece is long; but our readers wilioa ‘it 
well worth their perusal. 

Married in this City. 

By Rev. S. Streeter, Mr. Josiah Stodder to Miss Su- 
san P, Lambert. Mr. Ebed Whiton to Miss Esther C. 
Richardson. Mr. John Hollis to Miss Nancy Trench, 

In Hartwick, N. Y. on the 10th inst. Mr. Fairfield 
Wilson, of Cooperstown, to Miss Nancy Carr of the 
former place. I 

SS 
Died wm this City. 4 

In the evening of the 13th inst. Mrs. Betsey, wife of 
Capt. Daniel Pepper, aged 30. 

In Haverhill, Mass. the 18th inst, Almira, youngest 
daughter of Col. Jesse Harding, aged t7 years. 

§G-UNIVERSALIST TRACT.+4§ 

A Counterpart to a ‘‘Srrance THING,” is now 
published and for sale at this office, price 2 centseach 
to those who take 50 copies, or 37 1-2 per dozen. 

The Anti-Universalist Tract, entitled, ‘‘A Sirange 


” 


Thing,’ has been published by the American Tract — 


Society at New-York, stereotyped, and scattered over 
the whole country. ‘ : 
We hope that Societies and individuals who are dis- 
posed to aid the circulation of the Counterpart to the 
“Strange Thing,”’ will purchase liberally. Jan, 26, 
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